limitations section. As most of their interviews were conducted via SKYPE and not face-to-face, they may have missed some nuances in respondents' answers that might be more evident had the interviews been truly live. Would the authors consider making a comment regarding this issue in their 'limitations' section? Also, the authors need to mention they don't know what cultural differences there may be if the same study was conducted in another country. These are very moot points that shouldn't detract from the Journal accepting this manuscript for publication. This is a well performed study, instructive, probably very useful for young (and no so young) doctors looking after such patients to help them delivering a patient focused health care.
REVIEWER
After carefully reading this paper, I only have a few minor comments:
Title: Appropriate. If feasible, it would be useful for readers / reviewer to find the word "qualitative" in the title. This is only a suggestion.
Abstract:
Appropriate. In the settings, line 14 I would mention: primary and secondary care in the UK. Findings might differ in different countries.
Introduction:
Appropriate. Reference 2 refers to a number of children with incontinence in the UK, however reference 2 is probably not (looking at the reference table) the original paper citing this number. When feasible, especially with references dealing with "hard data" or numbers, I like to cite the original paper. If that is the original paper, that's fine.
In the same vein, the message with reference 28 could be reinforced with a reference actually mentioning percentage of adherence in children with enuresis : Dieter Baeyens, Anneleen Lierman, Herbert Roeyers, Piet Hoebeke, Johan Vande Walle. Adherence in children with nocturnal enuresis. J Pediatr Urol 2008).
Methods:
Good. It would be interesting to know how many children were approached for the study, how many refused, retracted. Obviously not possible for the "advert-reached" children /families. Also, comparing demographic between participants and non participants would be interesting, but I understand these data were not collected. 
